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Misbranding of the said second-class cottonseed meal was alleged for the
reason that the statements, to wit, “ Second Class Cotton Seed Meal * * *
Guaranteed Analysis Ammonia (actual and potential) 7.009 (Equivalent 36%
~ protein),” borne on the label, were false and misleading, in that the said state-
ments represented that the article ‘was second-class cottonseed meal contain-
ing 7 per cent of ammonia, the equivalent of 86 per cent of protein, and for
the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as. to deceive and mis-
lead the purchaser into the belief that it was second-class cottonseed meal con-
taining 7 per.cent.of ammonia; equivalent to 36 per:cent of protein, whereas: it
was.not, but was a cottonseed feed containing less than 7 per cent of ammoma, ’
the equivalent of 36 per cent of protein.

Adulteration -of the cottonseed feed was alleged for the reason that a cot—
toonseed feed deficient in protein (nitrogen) and containing excessive fiber had
been substituted for an article billed, labeled, and invoiced as aforesaid. :

Misbranding of the said cottonseed feed was alleged for the reason that
the statements, to wit, “ Guaranteed Analysis Protein 36.009%, * * * Nitro-
gen 5.75%, Fibre 14.009,” borne on- the label, were false and misleading in that
the said statements represented that the article contained 86 per cent of protein,
5.75 per cent of nitrogen, and 14 per cent of fiber, and for the further reagon
that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser
into the belief that it contained 36 per cent of protein; 5.75 per cent of nitrogen,
and 14 per cent of fiber, whereas it contained less than 36 per cent of protein,
less than 5.75 per cent Of nitrogen, and more than 14 per cent of fiber.

Misbranding was alleged with respect to the articles for the.further reason
that they were offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article, to
wit, cottonseed meal, 'which they purported to ‘be but were not.

On February 13, 1928 a plea of nolo contendere to the inforniation was’én-
tered on behalf of the defendant company, gnd the court'imposed a fine of ‘{5100 i

W M JARDINE Seareta,ry of Agmcu,lture

10696 ‘Adulteration and mlsbrandlng of butter. V. S. v. Cordele Creamery
& Cold Storag‘e Co.. Plea of molo eontendere Fine, $50. (F &
D. No. 22534, . 8. No. 13615-x.) :

On December 23, 1927 the United States attorney for the Middle DlStI‘lCt of
Georgia, acting upon a-repori by the Secretary of:Agriculture, filed in -the
District- Court-of: the United States for said- district an. information against
the Cordele Creamery & Cold Storage Co., a corporation, Gordele, .Ga., alleging
shipment by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act, on or about
May 18, 1927, from the State of Georgia into the State of Florida, of a quantlty
of butter Wthh was adulterated and misbranded.

It was. alleged in the .information that the article was adulterated in that a
product which contained less than 80 per ‘cent by weight of milk fat had been
substituted for butter, a product which should contain not less than 80 per.cent
by weight of milk fat, as prescrlbed by the act of March 4, 1923, Wthh the said
article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason ‘that the statement to wit “ Butter,”
borne on the packages -containing the article, was false and misleading in that
the said statement represented that the article was butter, to wit, a product
which should contain not less than 80 per cent by Welght of milk fat as
prescribed by law.

On February 13, 1928, a plea of nolo contendere to the 1nf0rmat10n was en-
tered on behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of §50.

W. M. JarpInEk, Secretary of Agrioult'ure.

15697. Adulteration of fig squares. TU. S. v. 20 Boxes of Fig Squares. De~
fault order of destruction entered. (F. & D, No. 22235. I. S. No.
13097-x. S. No. 382.)

On January 4, 1928, the United States attorney for the DlStI‘lCt of Utah. act—
ing upon a report by the Secretary of Agrlculture, filed in the District Court of
the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and condemnation of
20 boxes of fig squares, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Ogden,
Utah, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Merchants Biscuit Co.,
from Denver, Colo., on or about November 16, 1927, and transported from the
State of Colorado into the State of Utah, and charglng adulteration in violation
of the food and drugs act. The artlcle was labeled in part: “ Fig Squares The'
Merchants Biscuit Company, Denver.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was, adulterated in that it consisted_
wholly or in part of a filthy, _decomposed or putrid vegetable substance.’



